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be trinitarianized in order to the continued exercise of his social, 
moral instincts ? The simple suggestion of it carries on its face its utter 
absurdity Did it ever occur to anyone that Crusoe was in dan- 
ger of losing his mind or capacity of self-consciousness during those 
twelve years of complete isolation ? Rather, in fact, were not his fac- 
ulties of personality quickened into more vigorous activity by his 
lonely experience ? Such certainly is the impression made by the story, 
a story so artfully told that it has all the verisimilitude of historical 
autobiography. And must we regard the divine personality as deficient 
in those qualities of persistent self-consciousness which are so plainly 
inherent in human persons ? " Was there ever a more striking and 
convincing use of the argument h fortiori, from the consciousness of 
Defoe's creature to the consciousness of the Infinite Creator? The 
preface (p. vii) refers to the author's previous book as follows : " If 
there are any who have been indisposed to accept the statements and 
conclusions of my previous book, I cannot doubt that the perusal of 
this one will overcome such indisposition, unless indeed their minds 
are proof against all purely historical evidence ; " and in like strain we 
may conclude : all who are disposed to accept this luminous argument 
as to the divine self-consciousness may, likely enough, be convinced 
by the statements and conclusions of the remainder of the volume, but 
those who reject it are proof against our author's style of reasoning 
and his conception of " purely historical evidence." 

George Wm. Knox. 
The Union Theological Seminary, 
New York, N. Y. 

The Atonement in Modern Religious Thought. A Theolo- 
gical Symposium. By Frederic Godet, Adolph Harnack, 
Auguste Sabatier, Lyman Abbott, Washington Gladden, 
T. T. Munger, F. W. Farrar, W. H. Fremantle, W. F. 
Adeney, R. J. Campbell, A. Cave, Marcus Dods, P. T. 
Forsyth, Sylvester Horne, R. F. Horton, John Hunter, 
Bernard J. Snell. London : Clarke ; New York : Whit- 
taker, 1900. Pp. 376. $1.50. 

To give distinct, articulated, and intelligible summaries and criti- 
cisms of the views of the seventeen eminent divines who enter into 
this symposium on the great and important subject of the atonement, 
within the compass of a single brief notice, would be a hopeless under- 
taking. All that we may hope to do in calling attention to this book 
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is to indicate in general the trend of the symposium and the manner 
in which it has been conducted. It was planned by the editors of the 
Christian World, the essays appearing first of all as articles in the 
columns of that journal during the season 1 899-1 900. The views 
expressed are, as might have been expected, as many and diverse as 
the men who contribute to the symposium. It is not meant that these 
do not often approach each other in standpoint and evince certain 
affinities according to which they might be classified into groups, but 
that, on closer examination, even those nearest akin to one another 
part and develop radical differences. Many, for instance, agree that 
a theory of the atonement is an inevitable and necessary part of the 
religious faith of the Christian ; but when they come to express them- 
selves on how that theory is to be framed and what it is to be, they fly 
to the opposite ends of the diameter of the circle. Others agree that 
such a theory is an altogether superfluous element, and that the fact 
alone of the atonement need be accepted to make a consistent Chris- 
tian. And yet each of these (with the exception of Dean Farrar) 
gives his own doctrine on the subject, or at least furnishes the mate- 
rials out of which, and the method by which, such a doctrine must be 
framed. Mr. Campbell tells us that the atonement is the expression 
of the truth that evil is necessary to moral development, and has its 
root in the Divine Will ; for this reason it was just and needful that 
G-od should become man and take upon himself the sufferings pro- 
duced by sin. Principal Forsyth asserts that the sufferings and death 
of Christ were penal, but not penitential. Dr. Lyman Abbott con- 
tends that the object of the atonement is the purification of man, not 
the appeasement of God ; that it is made by God, not by man, nor by 
anyone acting in the place of man ; that the inspiration of it is the 
love of God, not his law, his justice, or his wrath. Professor Harnack 
teaches that the atonement belongs to the prophetic aspect of Christ's 
work ; that its object is to overcome the wrong and terror-inspiring 
conception of God which the sinner must necessarily entertain as the 
hardest and most real part of his punishment. Dr. Horton declines 
to say what the atonement is, but believes that out of the contributions 
furnished toward the subject by Christian thinkers, past and present, 
a doctrine may be framed in the future. Professor Sabatier gives a 
historic sketch, and reaches the conclusion that the atonement consists, 
not in the endurance of penalty, but in the deliverance of the sinner and 
the annihilation of his sin. Dr. Cave advocates a phase of the govern- 
mental theory, and Mr. Snell of the moral theory of the atonement. Mr. 
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Home attempts an induction of the biblical data, and Dr. Hunter aims 
to correlate the fact of the atonement with the modern evolutionary 
philosophy. Professor Godet approaches, without reaching, the vica- 
rious sacrificial theory, and Dr. Munger presents the life of Christ in 
the world as the essential feature of his atoning work. All this is 
interesting and instructive, but we cannot fail to notice the total 
absence of representatives of the older views on the subject. Professor 
Warfield, of Princeton, and President Strong, of Rochester, are known 
to hold views on this subject which would not only be interesting, but f 
we venture to say, necessary to a perfect symposium on the subject 
which constitutes the title of the book. The absence of these or of 
others of the same general type must be regarded as a serious blemish 
in the symposium. 

A. C. Zenos. 
The McCormick Theological Seminary, 
Chicago, 111. 



Die christliche Lehre von der Gnade. Apologie des bibli- 
schen Christentums, insbesondere gegenuber der Ritschl- 
schen Rechtfertigungslehre. Von August Dieckmann. 
Berlin: Schwetschke, 190 i. Pp. xvi + 421. M. 8. 

In this book Dr. Dieckmann gives an exhaustive study of the 
Christian doctrine of grace. His point of view may be gathered from 
his sub-title, which describes the work as an "apology of biblical 
Christianity, with special reference to the Ritschlian doctrine of justifi- 
cation." The introduction shows that the author regards his book as 
a tract for the times, and hopes to appeal to a wider than a theological 
public (see p. 3). We fear that in this he is oversanguine, as the length 
and technical character of his treatment are such as to make no light 
demands upon even the professional reader. The book is too long for 
a tract, too polemic for a treatise. It is sufficient to say here that his 
criticism of Ritschl's doctrine of justification is twofold : (1) that by its 
rejection of natural theology it destroys the basis for God's redemptive 
purpose, in the nature of things ; and (2) that by an undue emphasis 
upon the Pauline type of thought, and the neglect of other aspects of 
the New Testament teaching, it gives the doctrine of justification an 
exclusively juridical character, and overlooks its ethical significance. 
Against these errors he proposes the reconstruction of the entire doc- 
trine of the divine grace, on the basis of a complete induction of the 
biblical teaching, which shall have for its result the separation of the 



